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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 



Claims 1 and 3-16 are pending. 

In the office action that was mailed June 7, 2007, claims 1, 3, 4, 14 and 15 were 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(a) and 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. pre-grant 
publication 2003/01 67590 by Oh. 

Claim 5 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over the 
'590 publication as applied to claim 4, in combination with EP 0045036 to Sykora. 

Claims 6-7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Oh as applied to claim 1 , in combination with U.S. patent 4,426,21 1 to Ataka et al. 

Claims 8-10 and 13 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) in view of Oh as 
applied to claims 1 and 6-7 in combination with Ataka and U.S. patent 6,618,898 to 
Tingle and U.S. patent 6,341 ,404 to Salo. 

Claims 11 and 12 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a).as being unpatentable 
of Oh, Ataka, Tingle, Salo and Sykora. 

Claim 16 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Oh 
as applied to claim 1 4 and U.S. patent number 6,598,263 to Boles. 

The applicant appreciates that the Examiner has withdrawn the claim rejections 
that were made in the previous office action because of U.S. patent no. 6,406,505 to 
Oh. Regarding the claim rejections that were made in the most recent office action, it 
appears from the Examiner's "Response to Arguments" section of the office action that 
the Examiner would have allowed the claims if the claims would have defined "top" and 
"bottom" so that the location of the "safety lever" would have been claimed 
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unambiguously. It also appears that the claims would have been allowed if they had 
recited that the safety lever did ogt project outwardly if the filter unit is fully installed into 
the housing. 

After carefully reviewing the Examiner's rejections, the applicant has amended 
the claims to define the top and bottom of the filter assembly by reciting that the "top" 
and "bottom" are opposed to each other and to recite that the "bottom" is inserted into 
the "filter mounting" first. More importantly, the claims have been further amended to 
recite that a safety /ever is at the bottom of the filter housing and that the safety lever 
prevents the filter housing from being installed into the vacuum cleaner if the filter unit is 
not "fully installed." The safety lever is also claimed as being "within" the filter housing 
when the filter unit js fully installed thereby allowing the filter housing to be installed into 
the vacuum cleaner main body. Put another way, the claims now recite that the safety 
lever prevents the filter housing from being installed if the filter unit is not properly 
installed but that the filter housing can be installed if the filter unit js properly installed. 

Support for the independent claim amendments can be found in the specification 
on pages 10-12. No new matter has been added. 

Referring now to the office action, the Examiner contends that element 530 of the 
Oh reference corresponds to the safety lever of the pending claims. The applicant 
respectfully submits that the Examiner is mistaken. The Oh reference is completely 
devoid of any teaching or suggestion that the element 530 acts as a safety lever or that 
element 530 performs any sort of safety function. 

Elements 530 of the Oh reference are unambiguously described as being semi- 
cylindrical keys, formed on opposing sides of the handle 330. The keys 530 are 
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described as being received in recesses 520 via grooves 510 when the cassette filter 
300 is inserted in place in the body 1 . Nothing in Oh refers or suggests that the keys 
530 are safety levers, safety devices or. that they perform a safety function. Nothing in 
Oh describes element 530 as allowing a filter assembly to be installed if the filter 
element is properly installed or as prohibiting the filter assembly from being Installed if 
the filter element is not properly installed. Put another way, the semi-cylindrical keys 
530 of the Oh reference do not satisfy the limitations of the amended independent 
claims. The rejections of independent claims 1, 8 and 14 should be withdrawn. 

The applicant believes that the amendments to the independent claims avoid the 
references that were cited against them. The independent claims are therefore believed 
to be in condition for allowance. Various dependent claims have been amended as set 
forth above to further define subject matter, which the applicant believes to be novel and 
non-obvious in view of the references that were cited by the Examiner. 

For the reasons set forth above, claims 1 and 3-16 are believed to be in 
condition for allowance. Their reconsideration is therefore respectfully requested. 



Sincerely, 





Ladas & Parry LLP 
224 South Michigan Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 
(312) 427-1300 
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